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DETAILED ACTION 

This action is responsive to communication filed on August 24, 2007. 

Response to Amendment 
The examiner has acknowledged the amendment of claim 1 and the cancellation of 
claims 38-49. 

Response to Arguments 
Applicant's arguments filed August 24, 2007 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. 

Regarding applicant argument regarding the retransmitting of the wireless signal, the 
reference of Welty is relied upon for teaching an operator (10) receiving wireless signal and 
generating a wireless control signal to other system including a garage door (figure 5, col. 7 lines 
30-43). 

Regarding applicant's argument regarding the reference of Madau, it is the examiner's 
position that the reference of Madau teaches that it is desirable to have a device that that retained 
the convenience and simplicity of known electric garage door opener remote control while 
providing the range of control provided by the home automation system interfaces (col. 1 lines 
48-53) and teaches the home automation system transmits control signal to operate appliances in 
a home and the automatic garage door operator base on the actuation of a single control element 
of the transmitter (col. 3 lines 3 lines 9-35). The home automation system is therefore not 
separate and apart from the garage door operator as argued. 
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Applicant argues on page 10 that the combination of the reference of Madau and 
Brinkmeyer et al. teaches away from their combination with one another. It is the examiner's 
position that the reference of Brinkmeyer et al. teaches an operator (2) that receives wireless 
signals to controls a motorized barrier (col. 3 line 64-col. 4 line 4) and a device (3a) that controls 
an electrical load such as the door of the house based on the receipt of a wireless signal (col. 4 
lines 29-34) and the reference of Madau teaches use of a single button on a remote control to 
transmit a control signal to the barrier operator and an electronic device (col. 3 lines 3 lines 9-35) 
so as to simplifies the operation of the remote control and to improve the safety of the home 
owner. 

Claim Objections 

Claims 1-24, 26, 29-31, 33-37 are objected to because of the following informalities: 
Claim 1 recites the limitation "said operator and said device can transmit 5 '. This not a positive 
recitation of a claimed limitation but only requires the ability to so perform. Appropriate 
correction is required. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 
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Claims 1-2, 4-8, 14-15, and 29-31 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Brinkmeyer et al. US Patent 5940007 in view of Madau US Patent 6593856 
and further in view of Welty US Patent 5109222. 

Regarding claim 1, Brinkmeyer et al. teaches an operator system for a motorized barrier, 
comprising: 

an operator (2) that receives wireless signals to controls a motorized barrier (col. 3 line 
64-col. 4 line 4); 

a device (3a) that controls an electrical load such as the door of the house (col. 4 lines 29- 
34) and the transmitted wireless operational signal from transmitter (1) is recognizable by the 
operator (2) and the device (3a) for the independent operation of the operator and the device (col. 
4 lines 23-39). Brinkmeyer et al. is however silent on teaching the transmitter generates control 
signal to the operator and the device based on the actuation of a single button. Madau in an art 
related home automation invention teaches transmitting control signal to operate appliances in a 
home and the automatic garage door operator base on the actuation of a single control element of 
the transmitter (col. 3 lines 3 lines 9-35). Brinkmeyer et al. and Madau is silent on teaching 
retransmitting the wireless signal. Welty in an art related control system teaches an operator (10) 
receiving wireless signal and generating a wireless control signal to other system including a 
garage door (figure 5, col. 7 lines 30-43). 
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It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to modify the system of 
Brinkmeyer et al. as disclosed by Madau in view of Welty because using a single button of the 
remote transmitter to control a garage door operator and the device simplifies the operation of 
the remote control and the retransmitting of the control signal allows the remote control system 
to be expanded to control other devices remotely. 

Regarding claim 2, Brinkmeyer et al. teaches the transmitter is a remote transmitter (col. 
3 line 64-67). 

Regarding claims 4, Brinkmeyer et al. teaches the device controls the yard light (col. 4 
lines 48-51). 

Regarding claim 5, Brinkmeyer et al. teaches a transceiver (2a) for receiving the wireless 
signal and a controller (2b) connected to the transceiver for controlling the yard light and the 
light is switch based on the controller validating the wireless signal by switching on the light 
(col. 4 lines 28-31, col. 5 line 61 -col. 6 line 10). 

Regarding claim 6, Brinkmeyer et al. teaches placing the controller in a learning mode by 
actuating a program button (col. 4 line 66-67, col. 6 lines 37-52). 

Regarding claim 7, Brinkmeyer et al. teaches the transmitter is a remote transmitter (col. 
3 line 64-67) and the transmitter is distinguishable from other transmitters based on its identity 
code (col. 5 lines 64-67). 

Regarding claims 8, Brinkmeyer et al. teaches designating a button for barrier operation 
during a learn mode and programming a button to control a light (col. 6 lines 38-64). 
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Regarding claims 14-15, Brinkmeyer et al. a device (3a) that controls an electrical load 
such as the door of the house (col. 4 lines 29-34). The device is therefore considered a switch 
because it controls the opening of the door. Brinkmeyer et al. teaches the device includes a 
transceiver (3a) for receiving control signal (col. 4 lines 30-31) and a controller for validating the 
control signal (col. 5 line 61 -col. 6 line 10). 

Regarding claim 29, Brinkmeyer et al. teaches different frequency channels are used to 
generate signal to the device and the operator (col. 3 line 67-col. 4 line 7). 

Regarding claims 30-31, Brinkmeyer et al. teaches an operator receiving operating signal 
from the transmitter (see response to claim 1) but is silent on teaching the operator generating 
wireless signal. Welty in an art related control system teaches teaches an operator (10) receiving 
wireless signal and generating a wireless control signal to other system including a garage door 
(figure 5, col. 7 lines 30-43). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to modify the system of 
Brinkmeyer et al. as disclosed by Welty because transmitting a wireless control signal to the 
garage controller represents an alternative to transmitting a wired signal in the system of 
Brinkmeyer et al. 

Claims 9-13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Brinkmeyer 
et al. US Patent 5940007 in view of Madau US Patent 6593856 in view of Welty US Patent 
5109222 and further in view of Sunan et al. US Patent 5903226. 
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Regarding claims 9-10 and 12-13, Brinkmeyer et al. teaches transmitting a wireless signal 
from the remote transmitter to control the light (col. 4 lines 28-31) but is silent on teaching 
illuminating the light for only a period of time. Sunnan et al. teaches illuminating a light for a 
predetermine period of time when the garage door is open or closed (col. 5 lines 52-60) in order 
to provide lighting for the user and to ensure that the light is only turned on when it is needed. 
Sunan et al. further teaches the transmitter include up/down button (16), delay close button (col. 
5 line 60), pet height button (col. 8 lines -33) and a door profile button (col. 7 lines 46-56) in 
order to provide for the convenient and safe operation of the barrier. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to modify the system of 
Brinkmeyer et al. in view of Madau as disclosed by Sunan et al. because illuminating the light 
for a period of time ensure that the light is only turned on when it is needed and the use of 
up/down button, delay close button, pet height button and a door profile button provides for the 
convenient and safe operation of the barrier. 

Regarding claim 11, Regarding claims 11, Brinkmeyer et al. teaches designating a button 
for barrier operation during a learn mode (col. 6 lines 38-64) and the control of the barrier is 
therefore limited to assigned button. 

Claims 16-17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Brinkmeyer 
et al. US Patent 5940007 in view of Madau US Patent 6593856 in view of Welty US Patent 
5 1 09222 and further in view of Dykema et al. US Patent 566 1 804. 

Regarding claim 16, Brinkmeyer et al. teaches a switch to control an electrical load (see 
response to claim 15) but is silent on teaching the switch comprises a program button and a 
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memory device associated with the controller. Dykema et al. in an art related barrier control 
system teaches a program button operative with said controller; a memory device associated 
with said controller, and wherein actuation of said program button places said controller in a 
learn mode such that any valid signal received while in said learn mode is stored in said memory 
device (col. 6 lines 3-27). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to modify the system of 
Brinkmeyer et al. in view of Madau as disclosed by Dykema et al. because the program button 
allows new remote controllers to be added to the list of remote devices for controlling the 
operation of the barrier. 

Regarding claim 17, Brinkmeyer et al. teaches the transmitter is a remote transmitter (col. 
3 line 64-67) and the transmitter is distinguishable from other transmitters based on its identity 
code (col. 5 lines 64-67). 

Claims 3 and 26 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Brinkmeyer et al. US Patent 5940007 in view of Madau US Patent 6593856 in view of Welty US 
Patent 5109222 and further in view of Funk US Patent 3971028. 

Regarding claims 3 and 26, Brinkmeyer et al. teaches the operator (2b) and the device 
(3b) both receive wireless signals from the transmitter (1) as shown in figure 1 but is silent on 
teaching the operator and the device receive signals at the same frequency. Funk in an art related 
remote control system teaches use multiple receivers receiving signals at the same frequency 
(col. 1 lines 50-57) in order to facilitate the control of a plurality of devices. 
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It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to modify the system of 
Brinkmeyer et al. in view of Madau as disclosed by Funk because transmitting signal at the same 
frequency to the operator and the device allows multiple devices to be simultaneously controlled. 

Claim 18-23 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Brinkmeyer 
et al. US Patent 5940007 in view of Madau US Patent 6593856 in view of Welty US Patent 
5109222 in view of Dykema et ah US Patent 5661804 and further in view of Welty US Patent 
5109222. 

Regarding claim 18, Brinkmeyer et al. teaches an operator receiving operating signal 
from the transmitter (see response to claim 1) but is silent on teaching the operator generating 
wireless signal. Welty in an art related control system teaches an operator (10) receiving wireless 
signal and generating a wireless control signal to other system including a garage door (figure 5, 
col. 7 lines 30-43). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to modify the system of 
Brinkmeyer et al. as disclosed by Welty because transmitting a wireless control signal to the 
garage controller represents an alternative to transmitting a wired signal in the system of 
Brinkmeyer et al. 

Regarding claims 19-20, Brinkmeyer et al. teaches placing the controller in a learning 
mode by actuating a program button (col. 4 line 66-67, col. 6 lines 37-52) but is silent on 
teaching a on and off button, and a switch on and switch off indicator connected to the controller. 
Dykema et al. teaches a program button operative with said controller; a memory device 
associated with said controller, and wherein actuation of said program button places said 
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controller in a learn mode such that any valid signal received while in said learn mode is stored 
in said memory device (col. 6 lines 3-27). Dykema et al. teaches the system is used to control a 
light (col. 6 lines 44-48). The controlling of a light inherently includes an on/off switch. Dykema 
et al. teaches an indicator in the form of LED associated with the controller for indicating various 
conditions such as on/off (col. 7 lines 25-37). Dykema et al. further teaches the controller 
initiates illumination of one of said indicators in a predetermined manner (col. 7 lines 23-25). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to modify the system of 
Brinkmeyer et al. as disclosed by. Dykema et al. because the switches and the indicators provides 
a more user friendly interface for operating the controller. 

Regarding claims 21-23, Brinkmeyer et al. teaches an operator (2) that receives wireless 
signals to controls a motorized barrier (col. 3 line 64-col. 4 line 4) but is silent on teaching the 
illumination of indicators. Dykema et al. teaches the receipt of a valid signal enable the operation 
of the load (col. 6 lines 44-55). Dykema et al. also teaches an indicator in the form of LED 
associated with the controller for indicating various operating conditions (col. 7 lines 25-37). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to modify the system of 
Brinkmeyer et al. as disclosed by. Dykema et al. because the indicators provides a more user 
friendly interface for operating the controller and indicating the status of the controller. 

Claim 24 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Brinkmeyer et al. 
US Patent 5940007 in view of Madau US Patent 6593856 in view of Dykema et al. US Patent 
5661804 in view of Welty US Patent 5109222 and further in view of Huang et al. US Patent 
6334636. 
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Regarding claim 24, Brinkmeyer et al. teaches transmitting a control signal to operate the 
barrier (see response to claim 1) but is silent on teaching actuation of the on button turns the load 
on and precludes said controller from receiving any wireless signals, and wherein actuation of 
the off button turns the load off and allows the controller to receive any valid wireless signals. 
Huang et al. in an art related remote locking device teaches a control signal to ignore the locking 
or unlocking froin a remote controller (col. 4 lines 24-29) in order to allow manual operation of 
the locking mechanism and prevent the use of the remote control while the barrier is manually 
activated. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to modify the system of 
Brinkmeyer et al. as disclosed by Huang et al. because disabling the wireless receiver when the 
load is on, enables the manual operation of the locking mechanism and prevent the use of the 
remote control while the barrier is manually activated. 



Claims 33-37 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Brinkmeyer 
et al. US Patent 5940007 in view of Madau US Patent 6593856 in view of Welty US Patent 
5 1 09222 and further in view of Farris et al. US Patent 5949349. 
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Regarding claims 33 and 37, Brinkmeyer et al. teaches the device comprises a controller 
(3b) but is silent on teaching a program button and the actuation of the program button places the 
controller in a learn mode. Farris et al. in an art barrier control system teaches a program button 
(223) and teaches adding the function code for moving barrier when the function code is 
received during the activation of the learn mode (col. 8 lines 55-65). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to modify the system of 
Brinkmeyer et al. as disclosed by Farris et al. because placing the operating in a learning mode 
allows new transmitters to be added to the operator memory and render the barrier control 
system more adaptable. 

Regarding claim 34, Brinkmeyer et al. teaches the use of a function button to control the 
device but is silent on teaching one function button is associated with more than one device. 
Madau in an art related home automation invention teaches transmitting control signal to operate 
multiple appliances in a home base on the actuation of a single control element of the 
transmitter (col. 3 lines 3 lines 9-35). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to modify the system of 
Brinkmeyer et al. as disclosed by Madau because using a single button of the remote transmitter 
to control a garage door operator and the device simplifies the operation of the remote control. 

Regarding claim 35, Brinkmeyer et al. teaches the devices in the vehicle are associated 
with transceivers 2a and l(col. 5 lines 21-25). 

Regarding claim 36, Brinkmeyer et al. teaches the devices in the vehicle are associated 
with transceivers 2a and l(col. 5 lines 21-25) but is silent on teaching one function button is 
associated with more than one device. Madau in an art related home automation invention 
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teaches transmitting control signal to operate multiple appliances in a home base on the 
actuation of a single control element of the transmitter (col. 3 lines 3 lines 9-35). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to modify the system of 
Brinkmeyer et al. as disclosed by Madau because using a single button of the remote transmitter 
to control a garage door operator and the device simplifies the operation of the remote control. 

Claims 50-53 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Brinkmeyer 
et al. US Patent 5940007 in view of Welty US Patent 5109222. 

Regarding claim 50, Brinkmeyer et al. teaches an operator (2) that receives wireless 
signals to controls a motorized barrier (col. 3 line 64-col. 4 line 4) and a device (3a) that controls 
an electrical load such as the door of the house receiving a wireless control signal (col. 4 lines 
29-34). Brinkmeyer et al. is silent on teaching the device and the operator transmit wireless 
signal. Welty in an art related control system teaches an operator (10) receiving wireless signal 
and generating a wireless control signal to other system including a garage door (figure 5, col. 7 
lines 30-43). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to modify the system of 
Brinkmeyer et al. as disclosed by Welty because transmitting a wireless control signal to the 
garage controller represents an alternative to transmitting a wired signal in the system of 
Brinkmeyer et al. 

Regarding claim 51, Brinkmeyer et al. teaches an operator (2) that receives wireless 
signals to controls a motorized barrier (col. 3 line 64-col. 4 line 4) and a device (3a) that controls 
an electrical load such as the door of the house receiving a wireless control signal (col. 4 lines 
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29-34). Brinkmeyer et al. is silent on teaching the device or the operator receive signal at one 
frequency and transmit signal at a different frequency. Welty in an art related control system 
teaches an operator (10) receiving wireless signal and generating a wireless control signal to 
other system including a garage door (figure 5, col 7 lines 30-43). Welty also teaches receiving 
at infrared frequency (col. 7 lines 34-39) and transmitting at UHF frequency (col. 7 lines 47-52). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to modify the system of 
Brinkmeyer et al. as disclosed by Welty because transmitting a wireless control signal to the 
garage controller represents an alternative to transmitting a wired signal and receiving the control 
signal at one frequency and transmitting the signal at a different frequency facilitates systems 
operating at different frequencies. 

Regarding claim 52, Brinkmeyer et al. teaches the device controls the yard light (col. 4 
lines 48-51). 

Regarding claim 53, Brinkmeyer et al. a device (3a) that controls an electrical load such 
as the door of the house (col. 4 lines 29-34). The device is therefore considered a switch because 
it controls the opening of the door. 

Conclusion 

Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in this 
Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP § 706.07(a). 
Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 . 1 36(a). 
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A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1 . 1 36(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the date of this 
final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Vernal U. Brown whose telephone number is 571-272-3060. The 
examiner can normally be reached on 8:30-7:00 Monday-Thursday. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Brian Zimmerman can be reached on 571-272-3059. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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